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FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers., The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CakhleCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains gocd policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innocvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adcpting content protection limits (encoding rules) in deocket noc.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting neon-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr., Daniel Smith

4419 High Gate Dr NW
Acworth, GA 30101-6400
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445 12th Street 3W

Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good pcolicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cof 1896, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innocvaticn
and harming consumers, The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers! ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content preotection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers wWould have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers'! set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Daniel Weinstein

1649 Belleville Way Apt A
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-3934
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Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, Comcast,
and all other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration bkan will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
1imiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competiticn.

Please refuse reqguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Fd Wilts

5125 Irondale Rd
Mounds View, MN 55112-4956
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cf 199g, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of pecorded content.

By adopting content pretection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integraticn ban, consumers would have the freedom to chocse the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

My perscnal experience comes as a long time TiVo owner. My family has
had two TiVos for several years, and enjoyed the FREEDOM to transfer
content from cne TiVe to the other. We recently upgraded to HD cn our
main television, and added a third HD compatible TiVo Series 3 to the
mix. (This, after trying the cable company's DVR and finding it so
far substandard to a TiVo, the extra expenses wWere worth it.)

Twoe things were quickly apparent:

1) Getting working cablecards from the cable company was a complete
whipping -- I don't think they are very eager to comply with providing
these devices to consumers, and it took the better part cof a month and
a great deal of persistence on our part.

and

2) The Cablelabks entity, by having to certify TivVe's cablecards, has
an unfalr stranglehcld on how we watch tv in our house. No longer can
I record a show in the living room, lay down in bed, and watch it back
there by transferring it TiVo-to-TiVo.. part of the multi-room viewing
feature that's been available for years on the earlier (non
cable-card) TivVos. What a HUGE disappointment, and I don't see how
the fact that T like to watch TV laying down harms content providers.
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I know the public doesn't have paid lobbyists to come and make our
points persuasively.... but this country has always been about
freedom, free markets, and technological innovation. To allow such a
stranglehold by a consortium of cable operators violates those
precepts. T understand the goal of protecting intellectual property,
but don't forget that given free reign, they will go far beyond
meeting a valid and legitimate goal in order to create a monopoly on
the marketplace and enhance corporate profits, Also understandable
goals, but not ones that should rise to the level of government
backing.

Please restore my freedom to watch TV when I want and WHERE I want!!
Sincerely,
Linda Webb

3607 Ruidoso Dr
Arlingten, TX 76017-2407
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inncvation, and QEETMM%W

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and zll

other cable providers. The FCC's integratiocon ban, which in effect

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own

set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inrovation
and harming consumers. The integraticn ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilits
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a){1).
Sincerely,
Michael Kingman

1 Garabedian Way
East Bridgewater, MA 02333-194Z
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovatien, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration lan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1995, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscrikers' abilit:
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competiticon spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available, The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers! set-top boxes are unchecked by comperition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.12041(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Joshua Brentano

1951 Rese Valley Rd
Kelso, WA 98626-9672
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies tc integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains goeod policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will alsc help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Doherty

412 Spring House Cv NE
Atianta, GA 20307-1187
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's integration kan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19296, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
conpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilit:
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in decket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, censumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Kiran Wagle

56A Cedar St
Somerville, MA 02143-131%
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inneovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge vyou to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(¢a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good pelicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilits
ta make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the ilmportance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integraticn kan, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard zlready prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticns will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Daniel Wilscen

382 Dark Horse Ln
Buda, TX 78610-4981
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse reqguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204({a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
conpanies have dragged their feet leong encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration bkan will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abllits
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by cocmpetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Patrick Reddy

2457 Lake Waumpl Dr
Winter Park, FL 32789-0906
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